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--77>e MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
THE REPLY FILED 06 August 2007 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 



1. [>3 The reply was filed after a final rejection, but prior to or on the same day as filing a Notice of Appeal. To avoid abandonment of 

this application, applicant must timely file one of the following replies: (1) an amendment, affidavit, or other evidence, which 
places the application in condition for allowance; (2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) in compliance with 37 CFR 41.31; or (3) 
a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. The reply must be filed within one of the following 
time periods: 

a) The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) O The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In 

no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

Examiner Note: If box 1 is checked, check either box (a) or (b). ONLY CHECK BOX (b) WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN 

TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 706.07(f). 
Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a) and the appropriate extension fee 
have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension fee 
under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action; or (2) as 
set forth in (b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection, even if timely filed, 
may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 

2. □ The Notice of Appeal was filed on A brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41 .37 must be filed within two months of the date of 

filing the Notice of Appeal (37 CFR 41 .37(a)), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 41 .37(e)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. Since 
a Notice of Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41 .37(a). 
AMENDMENTS 

3. □ The proposed amendment(s) filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because 

(a) CD They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); 

(c) □ They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 

appeal; and/or 

(d) D They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
_ NOTE: . (See 37 CFR 1.116 and 41.33(a)). 

4. □ The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324). 

5. O Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

6. □ Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the 

non-allowable claim(s). 

7. □ For purposes of appeal, the proposed amendment(s): a) □ will not be entered, or b) □ will be entered and an explanation of 

how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE 

8. □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after a final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered 

because applicant failed to provide a showing of good and sufficient reasons why the affidavit or other evidence is necessary and 
was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 1 .1 16(e). 

9. □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after the date of filing a Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be 

entered because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome a]l rejections under appeal and/or appellant fails to provide a 
showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41 .33(d)(1). 

10. □ The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or attached. 
REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION/OTHER 

1 1 . S The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: 

See Continuation Sheet. 

12. □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08) Paper No(s). 

13. □ Other: . 

/WILLIAM D. CUMMING/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit: 2617 
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Continuation of 11. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Applicants' attorney requested a pre appeal 
review on January 16, 2006. The result of that review by three senior examiners is that Keshavachar, et al does anticipate claims 1, 2, 12, 
14-16, 18, and 20. Anticipatory reference need not duplicate, word for word, what is in claims; anticipation can occur when claimed 
limitation is "Inherent" or otherwise implicit in relevant reference (Standard Havens Products Incorporated v. Gencor Industries 
Incorporated, 21 USPQ2d 1321). During examination before the Patent and Trademark Office, claims must be given their broadest 
reasonable interpretation and limitations from the specification may not be imputed to the claims (Ex parte Akamatsu, 22 USPQ2d, 1918; 
In re Zletz, 13 USPQ2d 1320, In re Priest, 199 USPQ 11). In response to Applicant's argument, the law of anticipation requires that a 
distinction be made between the invention described or taught and the invention claimed. It does not require that the reference "teach" 
what the subject patent teaches. Assuming that a reference is properly "prior art," it is only necessary that the claims under consideration 
"read on" something disclosed in the reference, i.e., all limitations of the claim are found in the reference, or "fully met" by it. It was held in 
In re Donohue, 226 USPQ 619, that, "It is well settled that prior art under 35 USC §102(b)must sufficiently describe the claimed invention 
to have placed the public in possession of it.. .Such possession is effected if one of ordinary skill in the art could have combine the 
description of the invention with his own knowledge to make the claimed invention." Clear inference to the artisan must be considered, In 
re Preda, 1 59 USPQ 342. A prior art reference must be considered together with the knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art, 
In re Samour, 197 USPQ 1. During patent examination, the pending claims must be "given the broadest reasonable interpretation 
consistent with the specification." Claim term is not limited to single embodiment disclosed in specification, since number of embodiments 
disclosed does not determine meaning of the claim term, and applicant cannot overcome "heavy presumption" that term takes on its 
ordinary meaning simply by pointing to preferred embodiment (Teleflex Inc. v. Ficosa North America Corp., CA FC, 6/21/02, 63 USPQ2d 
1374). Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution and broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the 
possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 
541 , 550-51 (CCPA1969). "Arguments that the alleged anticipatory prior art is nonanalogous art' or teaches away from the invention' or is 
not recognized as solving the problem solved by the claimed invention, [are] not germane' to a rejection under section 102." Twin Disc, 
Inc. v. United States, 231 USPQ 417, 424 (CI. Ct. 1986) (quoting In re Self, 671 F.2d 1344, 213 USPQ 1, 7 (CCPA 1982)). A reference is 
no less anticipatory if, after disclosing the invention, the reference then disparages it. The question whether a reference "teaches away" 
from the invention is inapplicable to an anticipation analysis. Celeritas Technologies Ltd. v. Rockwell International Corp., 150 F.3d 1354, 
1361, 47 USPQ2d 1516, 1522-23 (Fed. Cir.1998). 

The one of the plain meaning of "determining" is "to fix conclusively or authoritatively", the plain meaning of "whether" is "whichever one of 
the two" (Merrian-Webster web site). Keshavachar, et al clearly disclose "to fix conclusively or authoritatively whichever one of the two to 
search for the home network. The term "whichever" make the whole limitation after the term optional since it is not required by definition. 
It may or may not search for the home network. The term "record" plain meaning is "to give evidence of The term "network record 
information" means ANY information which is "to give evidence of by the network. Clearly Keshavachar, et al discloses this, "When the 
user of a mobile station has a dedicated channel to communicate with other phone users, decisions regarding the choice of cell to 
communicate through are made at the network level. However, when the mobile station does not have a dedicated channel, the mobile 
station has more authority deciding in which cell it considers itself to be located. The mobile station constantly, monitors the power level of 
radio signals transmitted by neighboring cells. Based on the monitored power levels, and information received from the cell, the mobile 
station makes a decision in which cell it is located. By choosing a particular ceil, the mobile station simultaneously selects the PLMN to 
which the cell belongs." 

AND, "In a wireless communication system servicing a geographical area and including a plurality of communicating networks within the 
geographical area, each network including a plurality of intercommunicating cells, the communication system also including a plurality of 
mobile stations to send and receive user information, each mobile station identifying cells in a network to select one proximate cell for 
communications, with cells from a predetermined home network being preferably selected, a system for determining the rate at which a 
mobile station searches for a home network has also been provided, comprising a HPLMN search rate generator to sense the rate at 
which the mobile station selects cells, and to generate a home network search rate proportional to the cell selection rate." 
AND" In step 104 it is determined whether the mobile station needs to register with the network. The PLMNs of the GSM system provide a 
mobile station location registration function. In order for the phone system to locate mobile stations not already using a dedicated channel, 
a mobile station must identify which cell it has selected. This situation often occurs when the mobile station has been turned off for a 
period of time so that the system has no record of the mobile station's present location. The location information is important since the 
network may be required to direct a communication to the user of the mobile station from another phone user. If registration is necessary, 
the process continues to step 106 where the location updating function is performed." 
Any type of information, location, user, network information is inherently a network record information.. 



